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MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE IN CANADA 
1941-1966 
Introduction 


The significance of marriage and divorce in the lives 
of women is such that a study of these two phenomena is basic to 
the work of the Royal Commission on the Status of Women in 


Canada. 


This, however, is a demographical report, consisting of 
statistical estimates of the frequency of these phenomena in the 
recent past and projections covering the next fifteen years. No 
attempt has been made at a socio-cultural analysis of marriage and 
divorce, since such would have required surveys and more 


developed statistics than those presently available. 


Before submitting the results of our analysis, a word 
should be said about our marriage and divorce projections. These 
are based on a number of assumptions, such as the mortality and 
migration assumptions used in arriving at the basic population 


projections required for our calculations, and other assumptions 


regarding marriage and divorce. 
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The multiplicity of assumptions may lead one to question the 
reliability of our projections. It is quite unlikely that our 
estimates will turn out to be accurate. Our projections, we feel, 
should not be considered as precise forecasts of future events, 
but rather as working tools, or as guides to the possible 
magnitudes of the phenomena. They should also be considered as 


possibilities; not as certainties. 


We wish to tender our thanks to the following for their 
help: Dr. K.S. Gnanasekaran, of the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 
who helped us with the provincial projections; Mrs. Walsh, of the 
Vital Statistics Section, who kindly supplied us with unpublished 
material needed for our work; and various friends who made valuable 


suggestions in the course of informal discussions. 
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Analysis of Marriages 


Marriages are one aspect of vital statistics. Annual vital 
statistics reports contain tables relating marriages to various 
characteristics of the spouses, such as age, prior marital status and 
religion. The tables also give the average and median ages of the 
spouses and the crude marriage rate. However, apart from religion, the 
report gives no information concerning the social, economic or cultural 
characteristics of the spouses. 

The purpose of the analysis of recent marriage trends contained 
in the following report is to determine the frequency and variations of 
the phenomenon among women and to establish a basis for assumptions 
underlying our marriage projections. In measuring the incidence of 
marriage, our choice of indices was largely governed by our projection 
requirements. In other words, indices of marriage trends in the recent 
past were used for making projections to 1981. 

By and large, the 1949 to 1966 period served as a basis for the 
analysis. This recent period is sufficiently long to show trends, yet 
it contains no major upsets to affect them. Also, Newfoundland was 


first included in our statistics in 1949. 


Marriage Trends between 1941 and 1966 


Exceptionally, the period reviewed begins in 1941. We have 


complete statistics for the whole of Canada for the less specific indices 


examined in this section. 


Marriages increased by 25% from 124,644 in 1941 to 155,596 in 


1966, but the actual increase occurred since 1963. Until that year, 
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apart from the war-time disturbance which led to an increase of 10% in 
1946 as compared with 1941, the number of marriages changed very little 
(see Chart 1 and Table 1). 

The crude marriage rate, i.e. the annual number of marriages 
in relation to the total population at the half way point of the year 
(expressed in marriages per 1,000 population), shows a very different 
trend. By 1963, the rate was 35% lower than in 1941 (see Chart 1). The 
decrease was gradual. Graph 2 shows the trend very clearly. The slump 
from 1941 to 1946 was due to the war. After 1946, the rate rose to its 
pre-war level, after which it declined slowly until 1963. There has been 
a slight recovery since that year. Since the number of marriages remained 
fairly constant during this period, it follows that the decline in the 
rate is due to the growth of the population. This was a period of high 
fertility, during which the under 15 population, in which there are no 
marriages, increased rapidly. The upward trend of the marriage rate 
since 1963 is due to the fact that these large post-war generations are 
now reaching marriageable age. 

Canadian marriage rate trends are very similar to those of the 
United-States and Belgium (Chart 2); a disturbance during the war years was 
‘otloved by a decline with an upward trend starting in 1962-63. Trends 
in our Canadian provinces are generally very similar, with more pronounced 
annual variations due to the smaller numbers involved (Table 1). 

Another index, the average age at marriage, will now be 
considered (Chart 3). During the period under consideration, the average 
age of brides fell by 2.8% and the average age of single brides by 7.4%. 
The average age of grooms, which is higher than that of brides, fell from 


28.9 in 1941 to 27.0 in 1966. In 1966, 50% of brides married before 


the age of 21.2, while 50% of grooms were under 23.7 years old. 
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Marriage Trends by Age Groups 


Before analysing marriage rates by five-year age groups, we 
should first consider marriage trends based on rates obtained by 
relating the number of marriages per year to the spinster population in 
the 15-44 age group, rather than to the population as a whole. In spite 
of its weaknesses, this index gives a truer measure of the phenomenon under conside- 
ration. It has the advantage of eliminating the married population which 
cannot marry. True, it disregards widows and divorcees, but these contribute 
few marriages to the annual total, which is attributed entirely 
to spinsters. Chart 4 shows this trend both in Canada and the United-States. 
The rate has been calculated for the census years only, as annual 
estimates of the single population prior to 1961 are not available. The 
chart shows a slightrise in the marriage rate between 1941 and 1956, 
followed by a steady decline until 1963. These facts confirm the remarks 
made earlier about the weakness of the crude marriage rate, which, being 
influenced by the age structure of the overall population, gives but a 
poor picture of the actual trend. 

We shall now turn to marriage rates by five-year age groups 
(Chart 5). These indices are more refined, but they do suffer from the 
fact that marriages of spinsters in one age group are related to the 
total female population and not the spinster population of that group. 
These indices were selected to meet the requirements of our projection 
formula since, to estimate future marriages, we needed rates applicable 


to an estimated total basic population, without regard to marital status, 


since the latter would be determined by the assumptions made. 
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The rate for the 15-19 age group rose until 1956, then dipped 
from 1956 to 1963, when it started rising again. In all other age 
groups, the marriage rate declined between 1951 and 1963. For the 
over 30s, rates have levelled off since 1962. For the under 30s, the 
rising trend started in 1961 for the 20-24 group, and in 1963 and 1964 
for the 25-29 and the 15-19 groups respectively. These last figures 
indicate that the rising trend of the crude marriage rate reflects a 
genuine phenomenon. 

It is also interesting to note that, in spite of the declining 
age at marriage, the rate of the 20-24 group is by far the highest for 
the whole period. Chart 6 graphically illustrates the dominance of the 
20-24 group marriage rate. It also shows that, in spite of the recent 
rising trend, no group, except the 20-24 group, had reached the 1956 
level by 1966. 

A glance at provincial rates shows that annual variations are 
more pronounced, due no doubt to the smaller populations involved. On 
the other hand, the rising trend of the younger groups occurs everywhere, 
whilst rates for the over 30s tend to level off at a very low figure. 
One interesting fact is that trends in Quebec differ from those in the 
English provinces. Rates for the 15-19 group are much lower, in fact they 
are practically the same as the 25-29 rates, whereas the over 20 rates 
are slightly higher towards the end of the period. (Tables 2 to 12, and 
Charts 7 to 10, give marriage rates for single persons by provinces). 

The overwhelming majority of marriages, 91.3% in 1966, occur 
between single persons, and these are the marriages which effectively 
determine the marriage rate for Canada. In view of the relatively small 
proportion of second marriages, trends relating to this phenomenon will 
be given only in the methodological section of this report. We shall 


now look at the results of our projections. 
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Marriage Projections 

Table 13 gives the results of our marriage projections for Canada 
and the provinces. Figures shown are the actual number of marriages expected 
providing our assumptions are proved correct. 

Our basic assumptions were as follows: 

- The marriage rate for single persons will have reached, by 1981, 

a level such that the definitive celibacy rate (percentage of persons in 
one generation who are still unmarried by age 50) is 5.04%. 

- In order to reach this level, rates will increase or decrease in 
linear fashion between 1966 and 1981. 

- The relationship of the marriage rate between various age groups 
will remain constant, which means that the average age at marriage of those 
who are single now will remain the same. 

- The rate of second marriages during the period reviewed will remain 
constant until 1981. 

Further details regarding these assumption will be found in the 
methodological section. 

For Canada as a whole, these assumptions imply only a slight increase 
in the rates of the younger groups (Chart 10). The marriage projections shown 
in Table 13 were obtained by applying these rates to population projections 
worked out by the Canada Economic Council and revised by M.V. George and K.S. 
Gnanasekaran (Technical Memorandum, Population Estimates and Projections Series 
No. 2). There is a general increase in the number of marriages for Canada as a 
whole and for each of the provinces. There are variations however in the relative 
increases. The following are the relative numbers of marriages in 1981 compared 


with 1966 (1966 = 100) 


Canada 149 
Newfoundland 150 
P.2. 1. P33 


Nova Scotia 132 
New Brunswick 121 
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One might be led to think that the increase in the number of 


marriages is a mere reflection of the population growth. 


is not the case. First, our assumptions imply an increase in the 


Such, however, 


marriage rate and, secondly, the crude marriage rates as determined 


for the projection period show an increase until 1979, after which 


a decline sets in which may not be due to any change in the marriage 


rate, but to a shift in the make-up of the overall population by age 


groups (Chart 11). 
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Marriage Projections 
Methodology 

The formula used for the marriage projections is that described 
by Louis Henry in "Perspectives démographiques"!. The peculiarities of 
Canadian statistics called for certain adjustments, but in making these 
every care was taken to respect the principles laid down by the author. 

The total number of marriages celebrated each year is the sum 
of four components: 

- marriages of spinsters under 50 (first marriage) 

- marriages of spinsters over 50 

- marriages of widows 

- marriages of divorcees 

Marriages of spinsters under 50 are by far the preponderant 
component of the marriage rate. 


1. Henry, Louis: Perspectives démographiques, Editions de 1°I.N.E.D. 1964, 
pages 57-69. 


Marriage Estimates for Spinsters under 50 


In order to estimate the number of marriages involving spinsters 
under 50, we established the marriage rate for the 1949-66 period (Tables 2 
to 12). These rates can be defined as follows: the relation between the 
number of spinsters in a 5-year age group who marry and the estimated 
total female population of that age group. The rates were then projected 
to 1981. 

The 1981 limits were based on the following findings from which 
we drew certain inferences: 

1. The marriage rates for the 30-34, 35-39, 40-44 and 45-49 


age groups declined slowly until 1960, after which they levelled off, giving 


bs : jase «i eri doses) oper on) _ byeu o ow: a a 
iuapg otf 2) eotaniypont) aevl Jas aa iv a ad 


4 onia ; VG ,S7RSRS6ul id Hihate co) bailey uss $a htase 
. 7 


: : be Wi 
moh Bibs SehIONLTG WIT JoeQen1 OF cetAd 45 OFO5 
‘ 7 ; 
: 4 


ike JHVGS4 Gupeastse 46 toda Jado3 ont a 


fatasneqnoo sad bo 


Pi 1/7 ) i) abel ie al 14 reGGLijs ty che aniadem - 
os 
tit ro’ wiedanteos : senb) wa fy _ 
.y 7 7 2 
: : 
Hon tw +0 » Sf". 7BR wd =v 
SOCSTO4ID 70 Vo_RtTiAn «= re 
2 ay ' 18 (K FNhiS Etptaniqg °o segnts wh i 


jot sadisbaw Hs 40 aneno@nos 


; 7 
et 4.3K. 0? bet ued & . jasguee', ialum) .ysnolt 7 i i, ; 


2a. 


; , 7 
7 «P6- -Te boy hy hn 7 
a 
rf \ D. - 
| Y Sanden yok Aerie ce se kaeel: 
a 
‘ae ih aia ow 4 mee ri; Y er eee | y aj TANTS HL ‘i “ss ® 
: 1 7. 
ao he wt) yu log va tee i= % Je’) fio5ér ofS tidlecldetis O88 oe. Tabne . 
wit negutel agisalas ane Lawes 34 h 890) oO ed ono, dosnt pacdy » «ARI oF 
; ° \ 
bi Preto ef bnh Haeh CW iqvire oq yeetet oe a ow winilqe: - soitoun 


‘ 
| ic > = 
(S0CG14 neds »ieu ee3e7 24%. -quity age jad ter a0 Lyeluqay olunsd teas - 


- - 
nan a 
7 7 a : 
ne rer = oe baile LY no bnkad Did ats wees ad eal 7 


= 


i lat di Sian © wh ws ry 


nh 


mo el 
Sn 


oa) 


grounds for the assumption that they would remain constant until 1981 
(Chart 5). 

2. Rates for the 15-19, 20-24 and 25-29 groups varied more 
considerably, making it difficult to determine limits for 1981. We 
accordingly resorted to the "definitive celibacy" concept, i.e. the 
percentage of women reaching age 50 as spinsters. We used several censuses 
to calculate the Canadian percentage and the 1966 census for the Quebec, 
Ontario and British Columbia figures (see Table A). Before accepting these 
percentages as truly representative of the definitive celibacy rate, we 
had to assume that the mortality and migration rates would not vary 
according to marital status. The percentage figures tend to diminish from 
one group of generations to the next. The rate for the 50-54 age group dropped 
from 10.9% in 1951 to 9.5% in 1966 and, what is more significant, women 
in the 1966 40-44 group had achieved a lower rate than the generations in 
the previous 5-year group. Furthermore, certain areas in Canada, Ontario and 
British Columbia in particular, have already almost reached the 5% rate. 

We accordingly set the 1981 limit at 5%. We then adjusted the 
marriage rates on the basis of this assumption, in such a way that a fictitious 
generation marrying at the projected rates would achieve a definitive celibacy 
rate of 5% at age 50. Since we had set the rates for the over 30s, we 
adjusted the rates of the 15-19, 20-24 and 25-29 age groups. Furthermore, 
we assumed variations would occur in the marriage rate, but not in the timing. 
Actually, we proceeded as follows: 

(a) the marriage rates of the various age groups from 15 to 50 
were made to add to 950 o/oo; 


(b) the sum of the over 30 rates was deducted from 950 o/oo to 


give the level to be achieved by the 15-29 age groups; 
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Tableau A: 


Pourcentage des femmes célibataires 4 divers 4ges par rapport aux 


© 


femmes du méme age. 
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des eneiowl 1956 1961 1966 Québec Ontario C.brit. 
femmes 1966 1966 1956 
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(c) the relationship between these rates was assumed to be 
constant (stability of timing); 
(d) having thus determined the rate for 1981, rates for the 


intervening years were filled in (see projections in Tabies B to L). 
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Estimated Marriage Rates for Spinsters over 50 


Marriages involving spinsters over 50 were related to the 
female population of the 50-64 age group, since very few spinsters marry 
after their 65th year. We assumed that the average rate for the last 


ten years would remain constant until 1981 (Tables M and N, Chart 12). 
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Estimated Marriage Rate for Widows 


There is a close relationship between the marriage rate for 
widows and the number of newly widowed women. We therefore used the 
deaths of married men in the 15-64 age groups as a basis for our 
estimates (since very old widows seldom remarry, we disregarded deaths 
of men over 65). Having established the relationship between marriages 
involving widows and deaths of married men in the 15-64 age groups over 
the past five years, we assumed this relationship would remain constant 
until 1981. We also assumed that mortality rates would be uniform across 
Canada and applied the Canadian rates to the provinces. (The quality of 
projections available for provincial populations made it pointless to 
push our analysis any further for the purpose of estimating marriage 
rates for widows). (Tables 0 and P). 

The formula for projecting marriages of widows to 1981 was the 
following: 

Number of widows remarrying = Men between 15 and 64 years of age 

x mortality rate 
x percentage decedents who were married 


x percentage of widows who remarry. 
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TABLEAU 0. Décés d'hommes mariés et remariages de veuves, Canada, 1961-1965(1) 


Décés d'hommes mariés de 
15-64 ans par rapport 


Remariages de veuves par 
rapport aux décés d'hommes 


Année aux décés HO EAU du méme mantles aut eee ane 
aaa oe (pourcentage) 
pourcentage 
1961 eee ee A oe 33.8 
Oe Mates ate «lst G76 feo 0 906 32.2 
1963 din wih 2 6 l¥'b 96 6:60" 9 95h 32.4 
LOC ota 5's West esiegyeyss cpa E 
ESOS Ne sate EY aw ee Sy wed 
Moyenne ....¢s- Siew sss 32.4 


(1) Les statistiques de 1966 n'étaient disponibles ay poment ou ce travail a éte 
réalisé. 


a 


“O-'N °L 39 uoynZ 
enb Tuueq T1g-stquoz,o) 
eer er er ee Bq19q1y 
ueMayod] eyses 
ow sei aoe 6 els «ie ele ik mini aan Ol evreeg ete 
OoT1ejUO 
© 1s, bre ee 23q anh 
yoOTMsunig-nesAnon 
sth insio ek ta ge Om eee 
Pienopy -s0uTIg-np-eT] 
teers ee oanon-orset 
epeuery 


OC @ O50 2598 O10. s 6 8 66 ae Se we 


te ee le Be Sy es he ee te, DY Ye er ee 
ee Mel Fe a Ne Je et et be eek Bey ee a be Wa Me ge 


eoecevpeceeeveesee 


ST 
Z7S8 
819 
BEE 
76€ 
T80‘€ 
67S °Z 
177 
OOE 
Ov 
96T 
0998 


7L6T pease | TL6T OL6T 696T 896T 


IT861-2961T ‘SeAneA op sedeyiewoy *q nya TaVL 


seeeeese es eevee 


" "O-°N °L 39 wUoRNZ 
enb fuue?z F1ig-atquotog 
a titihom Ao hima ats olny ei2 sk ee 
eo eases er oes oe ee seene UBM9Y DI SYS eS 
rl Git # ie) « 94/4 #ieie's sia) wie 4660s = eee ere 
ofiejup 
P2992" a9qent 
yoOTMsunIg-nesanon 
o.6 606 € 400 010 68610 10 6 39SSOO7"F-STTSANON 
coerce seseces pienopy -eouTrg-np-eTT 
aietsle ve'isile ssl etalels ote onetoretete DANSN-21I9L 
Fete e see cereeseeeeeeee BnpuB 


oeeea ee eee ox ee eevee ee eee eee 
7 €¢S¢ 9.000908 Fv 66 0.8 4.8 


ar 


‘a ea : - - : - - 
i penyuer ob Seysizecst 3 DALAT 


ay > 


£Q1- foes 


= —_ 


ee 


‘tu 


—" a 
“Syren it? . : ads 


se< 


n4bes Vey mrad) 


. 
; : € 
4 : 

e *«@ mhe-ese bo.% a 


sp wh Ua’. vam 


eo 
es - adder 
wR? spiced i ween 
fuiwmanuta- re 
~ ees oé¢ he = ‘ 
ee eeoQned@ Bek 
a ‘aioe ms 
~awagd 55 


pao, 
“Ts 


7 


ae 


58 


Estimating the Number of Divorced Women who will Remarry 


In order to estimate the number of divorced women who will 
remarry, we determined the relationship between marriages involving 
divorced women and divorces granted during the year. We found that during 
the ten years prior to the projection period, the Canadian average was 
70%. We then assumed that this rate would remain constant until 1981. 

The rate varies in most provinces, due to particular provincial 
divorce procedures. Since there seemed to be little consistency, we used 
the Canadian average for the provinces. Any error would likely be 
negligible, in view of the total number of marriages involved. 

Our estimate of the number of divorced women who will remarry 
is based on projections of divorces obtained by a formula to be described 
later. Marriages involving divorced women used in our marriage projections 
are based on the assumption that the divorce situation which prevailed 
in 1966 will remain unchanged until 1981. In view of the liberalisation 
of our divorce legislation, our figures no doubt represent a minimum. 
However, since second marriages constitute but very small proportion of 
the overall figure, we felt it was pointless to attempt to calculate divorce 
rates, which would have little real basis in the light of available 


divorce statistics (Table G). 
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Divorce in Canada 

Divorce is one of the forms the dissolution of a marriage can 
take. Until now, divorce has not been a common phenomenon in Canadian 
society. However, the Canadian Parliament has just adopted new legislation 
liberalising the divorce process. As we cross the threshold of a new era, 
it is of interest to determine how prevalent the phenomenon has been up 
to the present. 

The purpose of this short study is to use official statistics 
to determine what has been the recent divorce trend in Canada, to project 
this trend to 1981 and to point up some of the demographic, social and 
cultural characteristics of divorced women. But before reviewing the 
results obtained, attention should be drawn to certain facts regarding 
official divorce statistics. The first of these is that official statistics 
contain very little information about divorce. Annual vital statistics give 
the number of divorces in Canada and in the provinces and they show the 
divorce rate per 100,000 population. A breakdown of divorces according to 
the petitioning party is also available. But, to undertake a proper study 
of divorce, one would require far more detailed statistics, including the 


following characteristics of the spouses: 


age of spouses at time of divorce 

- age of spouses at time of marriage 

- duration of marriage at time of divorce 
- number of children 


- alleged grounds for divorce 


cultural and socio-economic characteristics. 


The second point concerns the statistics provided by the Canada 


census. Answers to the marital status question give the numbers of divorced 


persons. It would therefore be possible to determine some of the 
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characteristics of the divorced population at the time of the census, if 

not at the time of the divorce. Unfortunately, except for age and profession, 
all tables drawn up according to marital status and cultural and economic 
characteristics lump widows and divorced women into the one category, 

whereas tables based on the characteristics of the head of the household 

have a category for "divorced women". 

We also asked the provincial Departments of Justice for statistics 
on legal separations. Several provinces failed to reply and the others stated 
that they kept no statistics on the subject. The appendices contain copies 
of correspondence exchanged with these Departments. 

In spite of the limitations imposed by a lack of statistics, 
we did what we could with the available facts in an attempt to throw 
some light on the development of divorce in Canada and on some of the 
characteristics of the divorced population. By and large, we confined our 
work to the female population. 

In this section, we shall proceed by stages as follows: 


- characteristics of the population of divorced women 


- analysis of divorces 


- divorce projections 
Characteristics of the Population of Divorced women 

The following is an analysis of the statistics provided by the 
Canada census. The first characteristic considered is age. The last four 
Canada censuses give the distribution of women by five-year age groups and 
by marital status. From these figures, we have calculated the percentage of 
divorced women in relation to the total number of married and divorced 
women in each age group. These figures are comparable provided we assume 


that marital status does not affect mortality or migration rates. Using 
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but a single census, we can compare the percentages applicable to the various 
age groups. For instance, the percentage of divorced women in 35-39 age 
group can be compared with that in the 45-49 group. The result is of little 
interest, but comparisons from one census to the next are more significant. 
Trends set by groups over a 15-year period (1951-1966) can be observed and 
comparisons can be made between the various groups of women as each in turn 
reaches a certain age. Table 14 shows the divorce rate for each 1951 age 
group and for each census year. Chart 13 illustrates the phenomenon 
graphically. The significance of the chart is as follows: 

- Each graph represents a five-generation group, as indicated by 
years of birth (approximate) ; 

- The four points of each graph correspond with the age group 
the generations had reached at each census. 

The conclusions to be drawn from the chart can be summed up as 
follows: 

- The more recent the generation, the more divorced women it 
contains at any particular age, as is shown by the fact that the graphs 
representing the more recent generations (those to the left of the page) tend 
to be more vertical. 

- A word of caution is in order about the larger proportion of 
divorced women after age 45. This may reflect a relative, not a true, increase 
in numbers due to increased numbers of widows, for which our index makes no 
allowance. The phenomenon is particularly striking for the 1902-1906 and 
1907-1911 generations. 

Age at which Divorced Women First Married 

We found some interesting facts about the age at which divorced women 

first married in a paper by J. Henripin on Canadian fertility rates, entitled 


Tendances et facteurs de la fécondité au Canada. It contains a comparative 
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TABLEAU 14. Nombre de divorcées pour 100,000 femmes mariées 
et divorcées aux divers recensements 


ane da recntonont 

Années 
de 
1951 1956 1961 1966 naissance 


Age 
en 
LODE 


1947-1951 

1942-1946 

1937-1941 
ee ND rei ie aketa te are 0's oi ¢.0. 6 acuterana 1932-1936 
PARAL She ay Sore ear aren Cea a LOZ a=LOSE 
Pa AS Re Oy eT eee ee ee TS 1922-1926 
= Oar Gre a via eters ooo 8 5 x Sos Svat o ters 1917-1921 
SO ae pele eek cielo hs ops: BS ud, Cone ° 1912-1916 
BO AN sian e cecst abel sie cist aw af vie Wie 1907-1911 
HEA: Feels) is cricis SMe se ices alaie 1902-1906 
DS Sieve eniga’ av vist cies dis. a ein Vid ks 6b 1897-1901 
id OO oer cuariea tes Oh oesn 5: 4 ees 8 WS, 8rd 1892-1896 
GOs Gates aie Goris tevin feces 8s ive nls 1887-1891 


Source: B.F.S. Recensement du Canada 1951, Bulletin 2-1, tableau 1 


" " . i 1956, & 1-12 tableau 28 
" " " " 1961, " 1-3.1, tableau 78 
" " u 1966, H 1-1-13, tableau 34 
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table of the average age of women at first marriage according to marital 
status and level of education. The following is part of Table 5.8 to be 
found on page 40 of the above paper: 


Women aged 35-39 in 1961 


Educational level Married women Husband present Divorced 
Elementary ZLe8 21.9 20.3 
Secondary 22.6 22.0 2e4 
University (no degree) 24.0 24.0 PAE IOR 4 
University graduate 2513 25s Pa Bey 
All levels 22.4 Ais. 4 21 as 


At all levels of education, ages were lower for divorced women, but 
they were particularly so in the case of university graduates. 

The fact observed in Canada that on average divorced women had married 
younger is also true of the United-States. In the latter country, almost 50% of 
the women who obtained a divorce in 1963 had married before reaching the age 
of 20, whereas only 25% of 1963 pierces involved women who had married at 25 
or over. It has been established in the United-States that women who marry 
before they are 20 have greater chances of divorcing. This finding is based on 
the fact that almost 50% of divorced women were married before they had reached 
the age of 20, whereas only 30% of marriages involve brides under 20. 

The Labour Force and Divorced Women 

Figures used in this section were taken from Bulletin 3.1-9 of the 
1961 Census. The first interesting finding is the high employment rate €73-22) 
of divorced women. This is almost equal to the 77.7% set by the total male population 
or the 78.4% set by divorced men. It is distinctly higher than the rate achieved 
by any other category of women; the rate for spinsters being only 54.2%. 

Divorced women represent only 1.3% of the total female labour force. 


The distribution of divorced women among the main professional categories used 
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in the census reveals that 36% had clerical occupations, 25% were in the 
service sector, 10% had a craft, and nearly 10% were in the professions 

(see Table 15 for full distribution). Comparison of these figures with those 
of the overall female labour force reveals that divorced women are over- 
represented in the following categories: 


- Managerial 
- Clerical 
- Service 


- Transportation and Communications 

In the case of divorced men, percentages were largest in the 
craftsmen, service and managerial categories, in that order. Divorced men are 
over-represented in the following categories: clerical, sales, service and 
transportation, craftsmen and production workers. However, the distribution of 
divorced men more closely follows the general pattern of the male labour force 
than the distribution of divorced women does that of the female labour force. 
Divorced Women _as Heads of Families 

In this section, we shall examine the distribution of divorced women 
heads of families according to the number of children at home. Figures have 
been extracted from Bulletin 2.1-7 of the 1961 census. 

In 1961, only 0.4% of all heads of families were divorced, 0.1% 
being men and 0.3% women. 

Only 4.8% of all women heads of families were divorced. By far 
the greatest proportion (78.5%) were widows. 

The proportion of divorced women who head families is increasing. 
The percentage gas grown from 3.3 in 1951, to 4.2 in 1956 and 4.8 in 1961, an 
increase of 45.0%. Over the same period, the proportion of heads of families 


who were women dropped by 13.8% 
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Table 16 sets out the distribution of families by marital status 
of head and by numbers of children. 

Before commenting on the table, it may be well to note that 
42.6% of divorced women head families; that the number of children living at 
home is not necessarily the number of children these women have had; and that 
because a divorced woman is not head of a family it does not follow that she 
has had no children. A good deal of caution must therefore be execised in 
order not to confuse these statistics with the number of children divorced 
couples have had. 

The distribution of divorced heads according to the number of 
children at home is much the same for both sexes. 

There is a marked difference between the distribution of divorced 
women and that of all heads of families. Very few divorced women have no 
children at home, but this does not mean that there are few childless divorced 
women. The census definition of the head of a family introduces a bias. 
Generally speaking, a household is considered as having a family head only 
when there is a relationship such as husband and wife, or parent and child. 
Persons living alone are not heads of families. 

The great majority (almost 80%) of divorced women, have families 
with one or two children at home whereas only 40% of families in general 
fall into there two categories. 

Provincial statistics showed only slight variations with the 
Canadian figures. 

In the United-States, 61.6% of divorces granted in 1963 involved 
children, whereas in 1953 the proportion was 45.5%. In 1963, the percentages 
of divorces by numbers of children in the family were as follows: 


Numbers of children: total 0) 1 2 3 4 ee 6+ 
% of divorces 100 38.4 23.9 18.7 16.7 5.0 3.0 ay" 


. 
| Aa a 
 ghinge fe 4: ef an ibiesl Ye weil yaaa eta a - 4 


eee > 


7 - «Weel uit bibs in on 7" bus 
‘ 7 roo 
“a ae au ie j ola 7 &ika tvs he vss » ou 


’ Starve af y Ry tJ 7 bi + had | m ee seasrih ta 


Ion A vial - ura ) we seit main sm It liftivi «© i 4 iJ a da eveu my b 7 
oe ' 
' a eh ; “4 badd yeu ws ihow beovevlt . — 


m 
[aie coi tude) 14 | ) naan A oeyb tity eae 


" - 4 p ' win eas wh ¢.40 1 eae kG o o7. Son Tat AS iat 


Sarl aveu sate 


, 2 ai 
‘i i 2 c a w~ N i} a? wisi sel rs 
(4rd YG aan ) doim £i snot 36 nob Leite 
; \ by § 4a) f 5s. S'S ‘T 
3 . f | a ef ' 
' 0 528 eed Lo ebsied 414 te Jedd ee aehew 9 bo 
oy U 
a 7 > 
ri rf 4 2h noub e249 Jed ,aeod 36 posh idee 
an | . ws hs 7 7 
’ i I ie ni 3 aden wilt 

i reoidel | L ; 2 ee a 
ois 

cand: heed gl tae rihiauo 82 G1geeeiud & .aolikage chierened 

rad ia Spe g wegrts Tipp ede dy PA # ¢4 lammis«ls- ® ec!) evenzZ ae 

; rs 
i >a 
bind J 2th epola guivt) —— i 
i 
7 ‘ 
; . ; at ai ' 1 
e# ; ym ty Cyl. 28 Gi Tn) = De- ite tate: _ 
: 7 
; j = ty AU ia ee toi aod Je weak bmis ‘ows Ww, enOQ asia 7 


. 
wok ov6l¢p ows SIehs omnt tet. 


fav Sig iis -wlive bait an isefede lLulonivoedt 
- 1.8 


‘nongl? antbeand 


linsplgretia SP) abs ine & =e Ja Si ,ensnst-oorind ta “at 
a. v2 


‘pike ey UU) yes AT, ROA age ah hie bt: tAgt nf a i” t 
ate 
7 sat ibd an we ¥1 onet os | 


nade % ‘ Findon ws 
» ad a. € 7 Ve . p | 


ae yehadal al 


TABLEAU 16. Proportion des familles selon le nombre d'enfants A la maison. 


Nombre d'enfants a la maison 


CANADA | 

\ 
' Tous chefs de familles ...... 29. 100.0 
Masc. eoeeoevoseeeeseeeeeeeeeesee 29. 100.0 
, Fém, oeeeeeneveete eeeveevsevsre8e68e ee ehh 100.0 
Epoux et épouse & la maison 29. 100.0 
Epouse seule & la maison .... | 9. 100.0 
WGUVOE ers is ss viele N's be eee ees 44, 100.0 
DEROLCE Be cies tie hives otamiiieree oeaiis 4.8 100.0 
Pid BC Sums rinie te lsus' sis ety sis ieeete a 2 100.0 
CE rns Bae SRR Ae 4.8 100.0 


Source: B.F.S. Recensement du Canada 1961, Bulletin 2.1-7 tableau 73. 
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Once again, attention is drawn to the fact that the Canadian 
distribution of divorced women heading families is not comparable to the 
U.S. distribution quoted above, due to bias arising from the census 
definition. 

These few findings bring our study of the Canada census statistics 
concerning divorced women to a close. As we remarked earlier, it is 
unfortunate that most of the tables showing the distribution of socio- 
cultural variables by marital status combine widows and divorced women into 
a single category. The result is that material which would have been valuable 


had it been properly expressed turns out to be almost useless. 
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Analysis of Divorces 

In its annual report, the Vital Statistics Branch publishes the 
total number of divorces in Canada and the provinces, and the divorce rate per 
100,000 population. With this very limited amount of information we can form 
some idea of divorce trends in Canada. 

Turning first to absolute figures (Table 17 and Chart 14), we find 
that divorces had increased fourfold between 1941 and 1966. At no time during 
the 1941-1966 period did the number of divorces fall back to the 1941 level. 
There was an immediate increase after the war, which was followed by a decline 
until 1951, since when the number of divorces has risen steadily, though more 
steeply after 1902. 

The increase in the number of divorces is due partly to population 
growth, but Chart 14 shows that the divorce rate had risen, but not so steeply. 
By 1966, it was only two and a half times higher than in 1941. 

Chart 15 illustrates divorce rates in Canada, Belgium and the United 
States. Generally speaking, trends are similar in the three countries. Rates 
in Canada and Belgium are almost identical, whereas the higher rates set in 
the United States reflect that country's lead in the matter of divorce. 

The picture presented by our Canadian provinces is very varied, due 
to differences in divorce legislation and to attitudes in the different regions. 
Rates are very low in Quebec, P.E-I. and Newfoundland, whereas they are very 
high in Alberta and British Columbia, though not so high as in the United States. 
It is noteworthy that provincial rates tend to rise from East to West across the 
country. The rise in the Canadian rate during recent years seems to be 


reflected in most of the provincial figures. 
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Before moving on to our divorce projections, a glance at the 
distribution of divorces according to the petitioning party (Table 18) 
reveals that, in Canada, the bride is the petitioner in approximately 60% 
of divorce cases. In the provinces, rates vary from 50% to 70%, but many 
of them are close to the 60% mark. In the United States, brides petition 
in over /0% of divorce cases. Belgium presents a very different picture, 
since there is a joint petition in 30% of divorce cases. Possibly, a 
difference in Belgian divorce legislation as compared with North American 


practice accounts for this fact. 
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TABLEAU 18. Répartition procentuelle des divorces d'aprés la partie demanderesse 


1966 


CANADA CL )4 


Nouvelle-Ecosse wrote. s 
Nouveau-Brunswick .. 
Quebec terres. 
SFa i 2s Ee en ran eae © 
MAT EUO DA ss etetateere 
Saskatchewan .....0.. 
AMDErte . sivlea vise wee 
Colombie-Britannique 


Etats-Unis(2) 1963 
rocal eeeeverevoeo eee eeeeevees 100.0 
HONMIEG Ys seu wheune soe eeu 28.0 
PGMS 6 ets srsBeheis eiarsrersiueetavene eee) 

Belgique(3) 1965 
Total eeorereoer eee eee veegee 100.0 
HOMIE BEL cone Se ae gig the 36.9 
Femmes @eeeeee vee e*eeees#8§e 33.5 
Deincecon; Gi nesasie esac oe 2070 


Source: (1) B.F.§.: Statistique de l'Etat civil, tableaux non publiés; 

(2) U.S. National Center for Health Statistics: Divorce Statistics Analysis, 
1963, series 21, No. 13, tableau AB, De 38. 

(3) Institut national de Statistique: Bulletin de Statistique 1967, No. 3, 
tableau 34, p. 135. 
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Divorce Projections 


In contrast with the procedure followed for our marriage 
projections and order that the results of our work may be more easily 
understood and interpreted, we shall explain our methods as we go along. 

Under existing Canadian conditions, any attempt to project 
divorce statistics is a hazardous undertaking. As we have already pointed 
out, statistics are extremely scarce and changes in legislation may produce 
the most unexpected results. 

The logical way to analyse divorce trends is to establish a 
relationship between divorces granted in any one year with the marriages 
which may produce them. We shall refer to this relationship, expressed as 
a percentage, as the "reduced divorce rate". The figures, however, are not 
so easily determined, since we do not know how many marriages may lead to 
divorce. Divorces registered during any one year come from marriages 
contracted during the preceding 30 years. As a phenomenon, divorce is related 
to the duration of the marriage. The divorce rate for any one generation 
of marriages (marriages contracted in the same year) varies according to the 
number of years these marriages have lasted. If numbers of marriages did not 
vary from year to year, this factor would not be very important in estimating 
the "reduced divorce rate". One could simply divide the number of divorces 
in any one year by the number of marriages in that same year. But since the 
number of marriages in Canada varies from year to year, we shall attempt, with 
the help of a few assumptions, to calculate a weighted average for the number 
of marriages in preceding years which may produced divorces in any particular 
year. Obviously, we do not know the Canadian distribution of divorces according 


to the number of years the couples have been married, but we do have these 


figures for the United States and Belgium (Chart 16). We note that in the 


United States divorces occur very shortly after marriage, whereas in 
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Belgium the majority of divorces occur 5 to 10 years after marriage. This 
no doubt reflects a basic difference in outlook, but it may also depend 
partly on the extent to which legislation facilitates divorce. 

In order to calculate the weighted average of divorce-producing 
marriages in any one year in Canada, we selected the Belgian distribution. 
In spite of our country's proximity to the U.S. with the resulting American 
influence over our outlook, we felt that our attitude towards divorce was 
far less liberal than theirs. We therefore adopted the Belgian distribution 
as a bssis for calculating rates for Canada and the provinces (Table 19). 
However, we also calculated the overall Canada rate on the basis of the U.S. 
distribution, in order to point up the implications of our choice. Since 
older marriages produce more divorces in the Belgian distribution and since 
there are fewer such marriages due to the annual increase in the numbers 
of marriages, it follows that the weighted average is lower than it would be 
in the case of the U.S. distribution, where the more recent and more numerous 
marriages produce the largest number of divorces. As a consequence, the 
"reduced divorce rate" for the more recent years is higher on the Belgian 
than on the U.S. basis (Chart 17). The general trend is very similar, with 
the Belgian distribution Sioa slightly higher figures. 

For the purpose of our projections, we made certain assumptions 
concerning the level of the "reduced divorce rate" and then applied the 
rate to the weighted average number of marriages for each year in the projection. 
Before introducing our assumptions, we shall consider an example in order 


to point up the implications of our choice of the Belgian distribution. 


on ‘i 
sommes rs ea 


an <u oo 202ia ean 3 tb pear ‘ink 


: pA OUI: onla Ls “ls 2h Sieg pions ane sonore oh - 7 ton 7 Sc 
, sy oF 
o20vid wsinsittaw? a esitetend: sisi rae ‘BO €: 
s 
pn Ssulexd4-SeioVib 30 saeTaS: b igi iw an «ad as faasia: ow 
"| E a ® 
eo ttveionib oetgisl pila beaivedae o8 . nlniiRD ni rE, 0 yn me bord 
i e 
{ yunA eolaivess mild (ily .&.U silt na vay kittie, 6 Neg sa) 
wad ac0Vdl Mewod sruUgijtga wh vad) Sal ew poole x0 0 
z ie 
net twifityyeite needed ; uve 97oIaveds oW ivy sui ws Boned 
1) iyi ets ine Hie cad dose esaetn Fab §o tes a «s . 
( i y . a 
a iy ‘. sel ( ¢faq siist MWiWwtou i ste intns oete dey ist i : 
. M 
suie saslaia qe te enotsuatlq oe qu Yetod' Feline (ie, voniaudis sd) 
" 
’ d j any. fl wi6% b ere auvbhotg eng olvaem ’ 
} : i van 
i pwivsens unifi >? 64 Sivh Goyal otaw is iM sawn oun, ah 
ts | - : 
ad biuew iF | y Jawel ai Hii Vasigiow wae ‘anid sala habe ae ioge risa 
ay 7 
dai "6 ( y Oise sjuh wid aveaiv .pebtedivaelb esl, anid ae apd ay 
i ay 
. ; @ ve : 
nl .osneupaanGy » RA. .eI9"O¥i iy Tuelednd eqn tes Ley oleate 
oe : : i Ou 
Ish iyi rsigii Of athe) Jhsues othe ee 2 Heanx Sovovih baoubast. 
7 y : ‘ee 7 - 
H9iw' .28L opte! wow 44 [baer \levaneg Git 2 (01 seal) vend 38.0 eate noe 
bi : ; 1 
sama)  eSMeled yidigtle anigty nut ainita a neteled : 
OPT ALESY Hon Typ Shab) ny) APOL Peary thu ane ED oft (20%, n 
i 
- ; . ; 
ity beblqga: ott hae "eae. psowke bay wt" ods Yo herd ads 
5 f i Otes 
yeaa loyqeay) mi shay loBA ot ne bata 0 ims ieuin oui ve hath tied al 
, =< ‘/. i 2 ; 
; {ah OF shem@enw Ok okie th pls ile mH , tabi aqeiane tu qu 
- Lad 7 


a Y 


, gp vind wnniaee weld ux Ay Pe Ly ‘mad 
nat 5 7 


i) 


82 


Number of divorces 


registered in 1966 10,215 
Weighted average number Reduced divorce 

of marriages rate 

(a) Belgian distribution 126,720 8.06% 
(b) U.S. distribution 130,932 7.80% 


On the basis of the 1966 rates, the number of divorces in the 


last year of the projection will be as follows: 


Weighted average number Number of divorces 

of marriages 

(a) Belgian distribution 176,712 14,243 
(b) U.S. distribution 192,168 14,989 


The Belgian distribution produces a smaller number of divorces. 
This fact should be borne in mind when interpreting the projections. The 
figures (and more particularly the provincial figures) should be regarded 
as minimums, since it is reasonable to expect that the liberalisation of 
the divorce laws may tend to bring Canadian trends more in line with those 
of the U.S. In any case, there is no great difference between the two sets 
of figures. 

For the purpose of the projections, we adopted three different 
assumptions concerning the level of the "reduced divorce rate". 

- Assumption I : The 1966 Canadian level will continue unchanged. 

- Assumption II: The level of the "reduced divorce rate" will 
rise to 15.0%. 

- Assumption III: The level of the "reduced divorce rate" will 
rise to the recent U.S. level of 26.4%. 

Up to a point, the choice of these assumptions was arbitrary. 
The first gave us a basis for calculating the minimum number of divorces. 
It was the only basis used for the provinces. In view of the limited 


technical facilities and the type of basic population estimates available, 
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we felt there was little point in going any further with the provincial 
projections. The results, which cannot be considered in any way as 
definitive, should be looked upon as were working tools or guides. 

The third assumption should be considered as a maximum which 
might conceivably be reached, but which would imply a profound change of 
attitude which our society is no doubt capable of undergoing. 

The second assumption is an arbitrary choice which might well 
turn out to be a close approximation. 

To sum up, in order to make our divorce projections, we: 

- figured the "reduced divorce rate" for recent years; 

- established a weighted average number of divorce-producing 
marriages for each year in our projection. 

-~ applied the "reduced divorce rate" to the weighted averages on 
the basis of the three assumptions, giving the absolute number of marriages 
for each years in the projection. 

Tables 20, 21 and 22 show the numbers of divorces for Canada and 
the provinces for each year in our projection. 

The provincial figures, calculated on the basis that 1966 rates 
would remain unchanged, show an increase in the number of divorces due to 
the influence of two demographic factors: population growth and the increase 
in the number of marriages. As in the case of our marriages indexes, 1966 


served as a base year for our divorce indexes (1981 divorces / 1966 divorces x 100): 


Newf oundland 191 Ontario 139 
P.E.1. 122 Manitoba 118 
Nova Scotia 121 Saskatchewan 114 
New Brunswick 163 Alberta 139 


Quebec 154 British Columbia 151 
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TABLEAU 20. Perspective de divorces, Canada, 1966-1981 . 


(Divorces obtenus en fondant la moyenne pondérée des mariages sur la distribution 


belge) 
1966 | 1967 1969 | i970 | 1971 
BypGEbese Lis wees» 10,215 10,325}; 10,451 10,798 | 11,011 | 11,240 | 11,498 
Hypothése II ...... 10,215 | 10,888 | 11,606 13,196 | 14,071 | 14,992 | 15,978 


Hypothése II1 ..... 11,581 | 13,330 17,094 | 19,126 | 21,253 | 23,510 


10,215 


Hypothése 
Hypothése 26/3153 


Hypothése 


Hypothése I: maintien du nombre réduit de divorces de 1966 jusqu'en 1981. 


Hypothése II; accroissement dy nombre réduit de divorces jusqu'aéa 15.0% en 198]. 


Hypothése III: accroissement du nombre réduit de divorces jusqu'é 26.47, en 1981. 
(situation américaine récent) 
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TABLEAU 21. Perspective de divorces, Canada, 1966-1981 


(Divorces obtenus en fondant la moyenne pondérée des mariages sur la distribution 


américaine) 
1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 


Hypothése I ....... 10,215 | 10,449 10,998 124293 
Hypothése IL ...... Pi. 687 13,254 15,307] 16,412 | 17,566 
Hypothése III ..... | 12,110 16,243] 18,473] 20,806 | 23,267] 25,847 


Hypothése 14,659 | 14,989 
Hypothése 26,970! 28,441 
Hypothése 47,286) 50,732 


Hypothése I: maintien du nombre réduit de divorcesde 1966 jusqu'en 1981. 


5 


Hypothése III: accroissement du nombre réduit de divorces jusqu'éa 15.0% en 1981. 


Hypothése III: accroissement du nombre réduit de divorces jusqi'a 26.4% en 1981. 
(situation américaine récente) 
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TABLEAU 22. Perspective de divorces, provinces canadiennes, 1966-1981 
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In order to illustrate the divorce trend for Canada as a whole 
on the basis of our three assumptions, we resorted to the same index as we 
had already used for the provinces and for the marriage rates. 


1981 Divorces / 1966 Divorces x 100 


- Belgian weighting Assumption I 139 
Il 256 
Iil 457 
- U.S. weighting Assumption I 147 
It 278 
Til 497 


The indexes show quite clearly that there is only a slight 
difference between the two types of weighting, but that a fivefold increase 
in the number of divorces would result from a change of attitude in the 
direction of the U.S. pattern. The implications of such changes could well 
be very significant, were it only from the point of view of the number of 
children who would have to sgn aat to new family situations. 

Divorce rates reflect the relationship between divorces, marriages 
and total population growth (Table 23, Charts 18 and 19). Under assumption 
I, the divorce rates indicate that the increase in the number of divorces is 
directly related to the increase the number of marriages, and that the latter 
figure rises more rapidly than that of the total population. Under Assumption 
III, we find that, even in 1981, Canadian divorce rates will not have reached 
the level set by the U.S. in 1963. This is due to the composition of the 
population by age groups and not to any difference in the incidence of the 
phenomenon, since this has been assumed to be the same. This is a good 
illustration of the weakness of the crude divorce rate as an indication of 


actual trends. 
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TABLEAU 23. Taux de divortialité atteints au cours de la période de perspective 
Canada, 1967-1981 


Pondération belge Pondération américaine 


bx 


Année 
de la . 
perspective Hypothése | Hypothése | Hypothése | Hypothése Hypothése | Hypothese 
II Le 
(Taux pour 100,000 habitants) 
BOG Tiree al hte se DOL SSio.t 56.9 bp ae | See = p° Vs 
BO Tate iit ces. SERS) 56.0 64.4 Dbl oA! 68.2 
HU To} BS eRe ahr rt: Oe 5B. 0 v2e0 Dee 62.9 Mim § 
Laon ace alt ena a5 50.4 61.6 79.8 Oany 66.6 86.2 
MO Wele eR ois. cuter ene Nas BOTS 64.6 B70 Dore WAS | o5e5 
EON Caan a Aeeeuteree 50./ Ole. 95.9 33.8 Tas. 105.0 
RS ets ia ats ta cere oie Wy al 70.9 104.4 54,3 18.0 114.8 
1 DP erg ae a 51.4 74.3 1B gra 54.9 82,0 124.7 
LOTS Mirtile. cove tere ets 51.9 Var ee) Nesey | mM 86.1 135.0 
BO [Opes acta siat dae By age) 81.7 Ws jp S6uL 90-3 145.3 
Ee Ie aes aye ree spent 85.6 ieee 56.6 94.3 Loos SD 
LOS. tice oe. Mette tps D350 89.5 LOS Sa er & 98.4 165.9 
1S AS ere rth Cer arepee DAZ 93.4 16k Sw sobs 102.5 176.4 
LOO? Oe sts ceue dete cae ae 5450 YJ5D L720 Diag 106.6 186.9 
BOG Lots, sity Reiss ve es 55.4 LO Tey, 181.4 J043 110.6 197.3 


Hypothése I: maintien du nombre réduit de divorces de 1966 jusqu'en 1981. 
Hypothése II: accroissement du nombre réduit de divorces jusqu'a 15.0% en 1981. 


Hypothése III: accroissement du nombre réduit de divorces jusqu'éa 26.4% en 1981. 
(situation américaine récente). 
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August 23, 1968 


Mr. J.A.D. Graham, 

Director of Administration, 
The Deputy Attorney-General, 
Legislative Building, 
Winnipeg, Manitoba. 


Dear Mr. Graham: 

Thank you for your letter of July 30, 1968, concerning 
data on legal separations that I requested for a research project 
‘for the Royal Commission on the Status of Women in Canada. I re- 
gret that you cannot provide the information. 


Neyertheless you mentioned that you would be able to 
Wier L144) ; 7 

give me the answer of legal separations yearly recorded back as 
far as 1956. This information, even limited, will be very useful 


7 


i 
to me and I would appreciate very much if you wuld send it to me. 


Yours truly, 


Evelyne Lapierre, 
e f 
~ op ye te Awan % D>) eit | 
Denceraphic Analyses and Research Section, 
~ re >» Weeees estan 
Census ULIViSions 


: grote ee set LAs t . 
No. & Temporary Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 
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July 5, 1968 


Dear Sir: 


In connection with a research project directed by 
Miss Berangére Gaudet, notary, for the Royal Commission on the 
Status of Women in Canada, we would like to know the nun ass of 
legal separations yearly recorded in your province since 1950; 
we also want to obtain some data concer Rae ie s of 
spouses to whom a legal separation is given. Among 


characteristics, age of fs Spouses and duration of their marriage 


are the most important. 


It would be very much appreciated if you would send 
uS these statistics as soon as possi 


Thank you for your coilaboration. 


Yours very truly, 


EL/ha 
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Ottawa, 5 juillet 1968 


Ministére de la justice, 
Province de Québec. 


Monsieur, 


Dans le cadre d*une recherche conduite 
Commission royale d'enquéte sur la situatio 
Canada, nous désirons connaitre le nombre de 
accordées annuellement depuis 1950 ainsi qu 


caractéristiques des conjoints obtenant leu séparation lépgale. 
Parmi ces caractéristiques, L’age des conjoints et la durée de 
leur mariage sont, pour nous, les plus importantes. 


Nous apprécierions grandement 
parvenir ces statistiques le plus tiét possible. 


Nous vous remercions de votre collaboration. 


Bien A vous, 


Evelyne Lapierre, 

: ¢ , 
Recherche en analyse démographique, 
Division du recensement. 


EL/ha. 


~ =» 


-sclzea| af wb enéteigng = 


- ° 


edict ab sonlvah 


tie eet 


é bd aa ith 7 a a — ; 7 <é 4 is 
ie jo i] - La) 
: = 23 )*e 3.96. ae SCO G ae? i 
ate) ttiasle wy 6 (4086 2/1 wel Tere 2afscs wi Shite 
| 
“5 sy fy 2 ; iscsi,  eeapeeag 7 
a 21h 7 a J 2ea8 Po al re GS 0s his 4c OTe Pea re oo 
@ - 
Zien 4 j eked Bae ei? 2 eth’ so & DP bs F [8° ‘lsesaee 
ct ; sal .tpea goer .jJede eeeltad es 
best : a: 7 2 
’ > 5 
e all y 
at #4 4 2 


GOVERNMENT OF NEWFOUNDLAND AND LABRADOR 
CJG/ww DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


ST. JOHN’S 


17 July 1968 


Dear Miss Lapierre: 


I have your letter of July 5th, 1968, asking about 
the number of legal separations recorded in this province since 
1950 and I have forwarded your letter to the Registrar of the 
Supreme Court of Newfoundland for disposition. 


Yours sincerely, 


“A fis VIVE 
. ihe fi MECC EL. 
Cyril. (Greene ~~ 


Deputy Minister of Justice. 


Miss Evelyne Lapierre ul g 
Demographic Analysis and Research Section / _ if x 


Census Division 

No. 8 Temporary Building 
Dominion Bureau of Statistics 
Ottawa, Canada 
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Samily Court Aa Juvenile Court 
TELEPHONE 429.4681 


NONUERS [SN a sea a 301 CHANCERY HALL 
3 SIR WINSTON CHURCHILL SQUARE 


OUR FILE EDMONTON, ALBERTA 


August 19, 1968 

Evelyne Lapierre 
Demographic Analysis and 

Research Section 
Census Division 
Dominion Bureau of Statistics 
No. 8 Temporary Building 
Ottawa, Canada 


Dear Sir: 


furiner to youn enquiry of July 5, 1968, referring to legal 
separations recorded yearly in our province since 1950 »wchrer. 1 6. to 
advise that the province does not keep statistics or data concerning 
characteristics of spouses to whom the legal Separation is diven. 


With respect to actions for maintenance and custody where the 
parents are separated, in fact, but not by virtue of any legal 
pronouncement, generally the Family Court is involved. In this area 
we may deal with approximately 1500 cases per year. 


If there is any particular information we could supply you with 
reference to the type of couples who appear in the Family Court, we 
would be pleased to attempt to accommodate you. 


Yours truly 


Norman G. Hewitt 
Judge 
Juvenile and Family Courts 
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Province of Saskatchewan 


DEPARTMENT ieee ATTORNEY GENERAL 


e 
REFER TO PILE 


3077 G 


REGINA, Saskatchewan, 
July 12, 1968. 


Dear Madam: 
Re: Legal Separations. 


This is to acknowledge receipt of your circular 
letter dated July 5th addressed to the Department of 
Justice, Regina, which it is felt was intended for this 
Department from which it is noted that you request to 
be furnished with statistics pertaining to legal 
separations and note what you say. 


© 
0g 


In reply I may say that 
not filed or recorded at any of t 

iew of the fact that such leg 
drawn up and settled in a so 
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However , Judicial Separations are recorded 
at the various Judicial Centres throughout the Province, 
but no age is recorded of the spouses av the time of 
filing of the necessary documents. 


Evelyne Lapierre, 


No. & Temporary Building, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
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LINDEN M. SMITH, LL.M. 


PROTHONOTARY OF THE SUPREME COURT 
CLERK OF THE CROWN 

CLERK OF THE COUNTY COURT 
REGISTRAR OF THE COURT FOR DIVORCE 
REGISTRAR OF BANKRUPTCY 

OFFICIAL RECEIVER 

ACCOUNTANT GENERAL 


TEL. 423-8896 
TEL, 423-6617 
P.O. BOX 535 


THE LAW COURTS 
SPRING GARDEN ROAD 


HALIFAX, CANADA 


City Le Gro 
The Dominion Bureau of Statistics, PRR Nem 1 as 
Census Building, p POMINION LUREAY OF 
#8 Temporary Building, ; SATISTICG 
octawa, i Wh 44 Qos 
Ontario. 1 MUR Ld bool 
iM 
Attention: Evelyne LaPierre i = CENSUS DIVISION 


Dear Sirs: 


Ihave your circular letter dated 
with respect to a research project on 
Mew Younrequest 


in Canada, 
1950 relative to legal 
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Prothonotary of the Supreme Court. 
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IN YOUR REPLY REFER TO FILE . 


July 12, 1968. 


Miss Evelyne Lapierre, 

Demographic Analysis and 
Research Section, 

Census Division, 

Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 

No. 8 Temporary Building, 

Ottawa, Ontario. 


Dear Madam: 


In reply to your letter of July 5, addressed to the 
Department of Justice, Victoria, I regret to inform you that 
| the statistical information requested in regard to legal 
separations in this Province is not available and cannot be 
obtained without a tremendous amount of work, for which, 
unfortunately, we do not have staff to spare. 


This Department does not maintain a statistical 
branch and there is no central registry in the Province which 
records the data you are seeking.] In order to obtain it, it 
would be necessary to search the individual files for each of 
the eighteen years in each of forty odd court registries throughout 
the Province. 
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ADDRESS REPLY TO 

THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
LEGISLATIVE BUILDING 
WINNIPEG, MANITOBA 


J. A. D. Graham 


PRs TEEPE RON COU) VER y. Aewntusnverevacnanny no Cacstxensusbultvcekevnesteinauts Ceeeeeenen Hoan 


IN YOUR REPLY PLEASE QUOTE 


OUR FILE No. 


PROVINCE OF MANITOBA 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
WINNIPEG 


July 30th, 1968. 


Evelyne Lapierre, 

Demographic Analysis and 
Research Section, 

Census Division, 

Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 

No. 8 Temporary Building, 

Ottawa, Canada, 


Dear Miss Lapierre: 


This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of July 
5th, 1968, wherein you request certain information with respect 
to legal separations, required for a research project for the 
Royal Commission on the Status of Women in Canada. 


I regret to inform you that the statistics you have 
requested have never been maintained in Manitoba, and without 
employing extra staff for research purposes, it wuld be impossible 
for us to provide the information requested. 


It may be possible however, should such information be 
of any use to you, for us to give you the number of legal separations 
yearly recorded back as far as 1956, however without the detailed 
information with respect to age, duration of marriage etc. 


if the limited information is useful to you, please let 
me know. 
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ADDRESS REPLY TO 

THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
LEGISLATIVE BUILDING 
WINNIPEG, MANITOBA 


IN YOUR REPLY PLEASE QUOTE 


OUR FILE No. 


J.A.D. Graham. 
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PROVINCE OF MANITOBA 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
WINNIPEG 


SCDUCEmbers)] Stn, L96s. 


-Miss Evelyne Lapierre, 

Demographic Analyses and Research Section, 
Census Division, 

No. 8 Temporary Building, 

Ottawa, Ontario. 


Dear Miss Lapierre: 


As requested in your letter of August 23rd, 
1968, I enclose a return showing the number of 
legal separations yearly in Manitoba recorded back 
as far as 1956. 


yours truly, 
VOtt_e"" 
hid 


J.A.D. Graham, 
Director of Administration. 
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SEPARATIONS 
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1966 


1965 


1964 


1963 
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261 
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5 August 1968. 


CHARLOTTETOWN 


Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 
Census Division, 
No. 8 Temporary Bldg., 


OTTAWA, 
ttention — Miss Evelyne Lapierre 


Dear Miss Lapierre: 


I acknowledge receipt of your letter of 
July 5th., with relation to judicial separations 
in this Province. I have checked the court records 
with regard to judicial separations and find that 
there were only two since 1950, I do not have any 
particulars on these two cases. 


Yours very truly, 
\ , Ud 
OU f HAMAS 
| J. A, McGuigan 
JAMcGsmm | Deputy Attorney-General 
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